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GENERAL ARTICLES AND 
REPORTS. 
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INFANTS' AND INVALIDS' FOODS. 
(Continued.) 

Of all the different classes of substances that enter 
into our dietary the proteids are the most important, 
as they are not only absolutely essential for the support 
of animal life, but in the absence or deficiency of carbo
hydrates or of fat they can take the place of those sub
stances. 

Unfortunately, the manufactured foods for infants 
which are deficient in proteids generally contain an ex
cess of carbohydrates, or of fat, or of both, which not 
seldom produces, for a time, an altogether deceptive 
vigour and an increase in weight. The pathological 
monstrosities whose portraits are sometimes used as 
advertisements of these preparations are in all proba
bility the result of a diet deficient in proteids and con
taining excess of the non-nitrogenous constituents, and 
would serve much better as shocking examples of what 
to avoid. 

Turning once more to the standard infants' food— 
human milk—it will be seen that it is distinguished 
from cows' milk not only by the quantity, but also by 
the nature of the nitrogenous substances present. 
Human milk contains from one to two per cent. of pro
teids, and cows' milk from two to three per cent., and 
the difference between the two is further accentuated by 
the relative proportions which the two most important 
proteid constituents, which are common to both fluids, 
bear to one another. There is by no means universal 
agreement upon the point, owing to the great difficulties 
connected with the analytical differentiation of proteids, 
but it is not unfair to assume that in cows' milk there 
is six times as much caseinogen as albumen, while in 
human milk the proportion of the two is about equal. 
Further, the caseinogen of cows' milk has been asserted 
to be different from that of human milk. It is at all 
events decidedly less digestible, and this is probably to 
be ascribed to the fact that when precipitated by the 
addition of acids, etc., the curds (casein) formed are 
bulky masses, while in the case of human milk they are 
small and flocculent, and therefore in a condition which 
makes them much more amenable to the action of the 
gastric juices. In the case of infants the gastric secre
tion is neutral or slightly alkaline at the commence
ment of digestion, and the precipitation of the casein is 
brought about entirely by the action of the rennin fer
ment, the lactalbumen, the other important proteid con
stituent of milk, remaining unaffected, so that the 
masses of curd formed as the result of a milk diet are 
due to the caseinogen. It is only at the end of the 
digestion period that the stomach contents become acid. 

Now the precipitation of the casein in lumps of any 
size, whether due to a difference in the nature of the 
caseinogen or to the presence of the latter in excessive 
quantity, is not only objectionable in itself, but its 
effects are liable to be considerably augmented if the 
food contains much fat, as the latter becomes enclosed 
in the meshes of the curd, still further adding to its in
solubility. This is one of the difficulties that arises in 
connection with the home modification of cows' milk, 

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 A

th
ab

as
ca

 U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 A

t 2
2:

32
 2

5 
Ju

ne
 2

01
6 

(P
T

)



22 T H E B R I T I S H F O O D J O U R N A L . MARCH, 1921. 

the indigestibility of which is frequently attributed to 
the fat, which is accordingly reduced in amount often 
below what is necessary—whereas the excess of 
caseinogen is really the cause of the trouble. 

The other important proteid of milk—lactalbumen— 
as already mentioned, is present in much higher pro
portion in human milk, and this is probably the cause 
of the superiority, for the infant, of that liquid over 
cows' milk. It is the chief proteid of the whey after 
the curd has been separated off. Not being precipitated 
by rennin, it is the more readily accessible to the action 
of the digestive ferments, if it is not, as contended by 
some, directly absorbed by the mucous membrane of 
the alimentary tract. There is no doubt that it is very 
easily taken into the system, and in view of this fact 
the manufacturers of prepared foods would do well, 
when seeking for a source of albuminoid nitrogen, to 
aim at securing one yielding a preponderating propor
tion of albumen as compared with the representatives 
of the other classes of proteids. In the manufacture 
of prepared foods the proteids probably present con
siderable difficulty, as the sources of them are restricted, 
and the preparation of them in a soluble form is very 
far from easy. As far as infants' foods are concerned, 
cows' milk is probably the most easily available, and, 
as far as our present knowledge extends, the best, but 
a very wide field lies still awaiting investigation, and 
with increasing knowledge we ought to be able to draw 
upon a much greater area for our supplies of proteid 
matter. The whole vegetable kingdom is almost a 
terra incognita as far as this question is concerned; 
we know, of course, that it is possible to obtain from it 
ample supplies of albuminoid substances, but beyond a 
general impression based on few and meagre experi
ments, that the proteids of vegetable origin are not as 
digestible as those derived from animals, we have very 
little real information. 

The total nitrogen was formerly regarded as a 
measure of the proteids in milk, and our standard for 
the requirements of the infant in the way of proteids is 
largely based on this supposition. Recent work, how
ever, has shown that human milk and. to a less extent, 
cows' milk, contains quite a substantial proportion of 
nitrogenous bodies other than proteids. According to 
one observation, one-half of the albuminoid contents of 
human milk and a less proportion of that in cows' milk 
is present in the form of nitrogenous extractives. 
Their precise value has not yet been ascertained, but 
there are reasons for believing that they play a very im
portant part in nutrition, and that most artificial foods 
must suffer as compared with the natural foods by their 
absence. 

W e have now fairly complete and reliable analyses 
of the mineral matters present in both human milk and 
cows' milk, but as to the exact nature of the require
ments of the infant in this respect very little can be 
said. Analysis can at present tell us only the composi
tion of the ash of these liquids, whereas it is practically 
certain that most of the inorganic constituents are 
present in the form of organic compounds, the place of 
which cannot be taken by the inorganic compounds pre
sent in the ash. W e know that mineral matter is abso
lutely essential for building up the framework of the 
body, and that after reaching maturity, existence can
not be carried on without an adequate supply. But as 

to the exact part it plays we are almost in the dark. 
W e can only say that while it does not appreciably con
tribute to the supply of heat, it may indirectly aid in 
furnishing energy to the system. Fortunately; for the 
manufacturer of artificial foods, most of the natural 
products to which he is likely to have recourse for his 
proteids contain more or less ample supplies of mineral 
matter, which, in the case of cows' milk, is apparently 
suitably combined with organic matter. It is also easy 
to add inorganic salts, but, at all events, in the case of 
phosphates, it is very doubtful whether they are of 
much avail. 

THE MILK AMENDMENT BILL. 
The Minister of Health has introduced a Bill to secure 

amendments to the machinery provided by the Milk 
and Dairies (Consolidation) Act of 1915. An important 
Milk and Dairies Act was passed by Parliament in 
August, 1914, the operation of which was postponed to 
a date within one year of the termination of the war. 
The Act of 1915 provided no new legislation, but con
solidated in one Act that of 1914 and those provisions 
in previous Acts which still remained operative. 

The main provisions of the Milk Amendment Bill are 
as follows:— 

1. Provision for the licensing of dairymen and 
dairies (Clause 1). 

2. Provision for the undertaking by sanitary 
authorities, with the approval of the Minister of 
Health, of the supply and distribution of milk, or 
the cleansing, storage, etc., of milk for sale by 
dealers (Clause 6). 

3. An extension of the provisions of the 1913 
Act in regard to the classification of Milk (Clause 2). 

4. T h e Constitution of Milk and Dairies Com
mittees by the local authorities who will administer 
the Act (Clause 7). 

The Committee on the Production and Distribution 
of Milk in their final report " welcome the decision of 
the Government " to take the powers now provided in 
the Milk Amendment Bill, " and believe that this action 
will do much to remedy the state of affairs which has 
been described." 

Under previous Acts, including the English Act of 
1915, any person wishing to sell milk must apply to 
the local authority to be registered. His premises are 
inspected, and, if considered suitable, he is put on the 
register. Thereafter, no matter how he may carry on 
his business, he cannot be removed from the register 
except in London, where power (that has rarely been 
exercised) is given under Section 5 of the London 
County Council (General Powers) Act, 1908, to revoke 
or refuse registration of dairymen on sanitary grounds. 
The Scottish Milk and Dairies Act, 1914, which is not 
yet in operation, provides (Section 7) for licensing (or 
" the grant ing and revocation of certificates of regis
tration " ) . The Milk Amendment Bill, if passed into 
law, will make this desirable system uniform throughout 
Great Britain instead of confining it to Scotland and to 
London only. 

During the war the Food Controller found it essential 
to require that all persons other than producers selling 
milk wholesale and all persons including producers sell
ing milk retail in quantities of five gallons or more per 
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day, should obtain a licence from the Food Controller, 
such licence to be revocable. In some cases where 
sellers consistently disobeyed regulations, the licence 
was revoked, and in consequence the seller could not 
continue to trade in milk. It is now proposed to re
quire by permanent legislation that all dairies and 
dairymen (producers, wholesalers and retailers) shall 
be licensed, and that powers be given to suspend or 
revoke such licences, the right of appeal to a court of 
summary jurisdiction being given to any person 
aggrieved by a decision of a local authority refusing to 
grant or renew, suspending or revoking a licence. 

There are extremely few, if any, reputable wholesale 
or retail distributors of milk who object to this provi
sion. The man who adulterates his milk or carries on 
his business under grossly insanitary conditions, is as 
great a menace to his respectable competitors as he is 
to the public. The suspension or revocation of the 
licences of dairymen who habitually sacrifice public 
welfare to private gain, would protect both their com
petitors and the public, and would act as a far greater 
deterrent to those who might adulterate or otherwise 
offend than the present system of imposing fines. 

Some farmers are objecting to this clause in the Bill, 
claiming that it is an indignity that farmers should do 
this part of their work under licence. This is a poor 
a rgument ; they may not sell milk now unless they are 
permitted after inspection to be registered. 

It is sometimes claimed that the power given in the 
Milk Amendment Bill to revoke certificates of registra
tion will lead to a higher standard on farms and other 
dairy premises, which in turn will add to the cost of 
milk. This cannot be so, for if any alterations in equip
ment or in methods were required to be made in the 
interests of public health, the necessary instructions 
would be issued under the Milk and Dairies Act, 1915. 

Various questions arise in regard to the clause per
mitting Sanitary Authorities to trade in milk. The 
milk supply in our large cities will remain unsatisfactory 
until all milk is bottled in sterilised bottles before it 
leaves the distributor 's premises, and that which is not 
known to be " safe " is pasteurised immediately before 
being bottled. The bottling of milk has the further im
portant effect of safeguarding it from contamination in 
the home. To do this work efficiently requires a con
siderable amount of capital and to do it as economic
ally as possible it must be done at a few large centres 
rather than at a large number of smaller premises. If 
the t rade can and will revolutionise their methods to 
this extent, so much the better, but where the trade 
cannot, or will not, sanitary authorities should have 
the power to undertake the distribution of milk in the 
interests of public health. 

The Bill provides that an authority may trade in 
milk only with the permission of the Minister of 
Health, and that any authority that obtains such per
mission must sell the milk at a figure that will cover 
all costs, including those of administration, loans, etc., 
so that no part of the expense may be put upon the 
rates. On the other hand, if an authority carried on 
the work either inefficiently or uneconomically it would 
be driven out of business by competition, for no powers 
are given in the Bill for the compulsory purchase of the 
business of private traders.—Wilfred Buckley. O.B.E. , 
in The Observer. 

IMPROPER EXPOSURE OF FOOD. 
Referring to the dangers arising from the careless 

way in which in this country food is exposed to con
tamination and dust, a correspondent of the Daily 
Mail recently observed that the connection between 
filth and food is so clearly recognised in America that 
in most of the States it is illegal to expose food that 
does not require cooking, except under glass or other 
proper protection. This applies to both shops and 
street barrows. The penalties for infringing these 
regulations are severely enforced. Nothing surprises 
and disgusts a visitor from America more than the way 
in which all kinds of food, especially cakes, sweets, 
milk, and cooked foods, are exposed to the filth of the 
streets, in shop windows, restaurants, and milk carts 
in England. In fact, filth and milk seem inseparably 
connected. 

LABELLING OF JAM. 
Under an Order issued by the Food Controller 

amending the labelling provisions of the Jam (Sales) 
Order, 1920, jam specially manufactured for a retailer 
under contract, and sold by the retailer as manufac
tured for himself, may now be sold without the manu
facturer's name on the container; but in that case the 
retailer will be responsible for seeing that the jam com
plies with the general provisions of the Order. 

PARLIAMENTARY. 
CHINESE FLOUR. 

In the House of Commons, Major BORWICK asked 
the Minister of Food whether his attention has been 
called to statements that , owing to the deleterious 
qualities of Chinese flour,. the Royal Commission on 
Whea t Supplies have discontinued their allocations of 
this flour to millers; whether the facts are as s ta ted; 
what stocks of Chinese flour are still held by the 
Royal Commission on Wheat Supplies on Government 
account ; and what he proposes t o do with these 
stocks ? 

Mr. MCCURDY : There is no truth whatever in the 
rumour to which currency has unfortunately been 
given, that Chinese flour is deleterious to health. On 
this point I would refer the hon. and gallant Member 
to the answer given in this House by the Minister of 
Health on 22nd February to the hon. Member for 
Kettering (Mr. Waterson). Allocation of Chinese flour 
to millers has been discontinued, because the Royal 
Commission on Whea t Supplies have no more left to 
allocate, since substantially all the stocks in their 
possession are under contract to be sold. 

LAW REPORTS. 
CAMPHORATED OIL. 
Appeal. Fine Reduced. 

At Dublin on February 22nd, before the Recorder, 
Messrs. Boileau & Boyd, wholesale chemists and drug
gists, appealed from a decision of Mr. Lupton, K.C. , 
police-court magistrate, imposing fines on charges of 
selling camphorated oil which the Dublin Public 
Analyst had certified did not contain the proper propor-
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tions of olive oil and of camphor. A director of Messrs. 
Boileau & Boyd gave evidence that he had compounded 
the camphorated oil, and the firm had got an indepen
dent analysis made in England. That analysis did not 
exactly coincide with the analysis made by the Public 
Analyst for Dublin, but it proved that part of the mix
ture which should have been olive oil was cotton oil. 
The firm, however, had nothing to do with the adul
teration as they had bought the oil as olive oil, and it 
was so stated in the invoice from the importer, which 
he produced, and they had paid the price of olive oil for 
it.—The Recorder reduced the fines to £1, and stated 
that he was quite satisfied that there was no intention 
on the part of Messrs. Boileau & Boyd to defraud the 
public. 

MILK. 
Appeal. Fa t Deficiency. Conviction Affirmed. 

In the Cupar Court of Sessions; on February 14th, 
George Penrice, farmer, Pitcruivie, Largo, appealed 
against a conviction in the Cupar Sheriff's Court for 
a contravention of Section 6 of the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, 1875.—When the case was heard in the 
Sheriff's Court it was shown that the appellant had 
three cans containing milk on his cart. The Inspector 
was supplied with a sample of the milk in each can, 
and an analysis showed that two of the samples con
tained 2.58 and 2.47 per cent. respectively of milk fat, 
and that the third sample contained over the 3 per 
cent. of milk fat required by the Statute. The Sheriff-
Substitute found it proved that there had been no tam
pering in any way with the milk, but that in the inter
val between the milk having been placed in the can and 
the time of the sale the cream in the two cans which 
had been earlier filled had risen to the top. When 
making this sale the appellant's servant neglected first 
to stir the milk in the cans, as he was in the habit 
of doing. The appellant was fined £4.—The Court 
now refused the appeal, with seven guineas expenses, 
holding that the conviction in the circumstances was 
a proper one.—The Lord Justice-Clerk said he agreed 
that abstraction from the milk of some of its con
stituent parts , which went to make what was called 
milk fat, was probably a necessary ground for convic
tion. But in this case they had enough to show that 
there had been abstraction, although artificial means 
had not been used, and the result of the laws of 
gravity had been that the milk fat in the form of 
cream had ascended to the top, with the further result 
that those who got the milk discharged from the tap 
at the bottom of the can, until the upper layer was 
reached, at any rate, got milk of poorer quality than 
it came from the cow.—Lord Dundas was of the same 
opinion.—Lord Ormidale also concurred. The 
peculiarity of the case seemed to him to be that this 
process of abstraction was in a sense a natural one, 
which required no artificial aid from the seller, and 
did not receive any. Another peculiarity was that the 
abstraction was not necessarily a permanent with
drawal from the milk of the milk fat. 

ANTHRAX. 
Slaughtered Cow Infected with Anthrax. 

At the Sunderland Police Court on March 11th, 
Henry Richardson, a butcher, was summoned for allow

ing the carcase of an animal suspected of anthrax to 
be moved from his slaughter-house and for failing to 
give notice to the police of an animal suspected to be 
suffering from disease.—Mr. Geo. D. Duncan prose
cuted on behalf of the local authorities, and Mr. J. C. 
Morton defended, a plea of not guilty being put in.— 
Mr. Duncan said on February 1st the defendant bought 
four head of cattle—a bullock and three heifers—at the 
Newcastle Cattle Market, and had them conveyed to his 
slaughter-house. His foreman slaughterman, on going 
to the slaughter-house the next morning found one of 
the heifers dead, so he proceeded to stick it, and with 
the assistance of other employees he dressed the car
case. Having dressed the beast they sent for the meat 
inspector, who, when he arrived, said " This beast was 
practically dead when you stuck i t , " to which the head 
slaughterman, Garry by name, replied " Near ly ." The 
inspector requested them to produce the spleen, and 
upon seeing it he at once said it was a case of suspected 
anthrax, and asked what had been done with the hide 
and the offals. He was told that the hide had been 
taken away by a hide and skin merchant, and that the 
tripe and feet had gone to a tripe preparer. The in
spector ordered them to be brought back at once, and 
he reported the matter to the veterinary inspector. 
Under the lat ter 's supervision, cleansing and disinfect
ing work was carried out in order to avoid any further 
trouble. The inspector regarded the case as a very 
suspicious one of anthrax, and reported it to the Board 
of Agriculture, with the result that his suspicion was 
confirmed. The case was taken, added Mr. Duncan, 
under an Order which provided that where an owner 
or person in charge of an animal was charged with an 
offence relative to anthrax he should be presumed to 
have known of the existence of the disease unless and 
until he proved to the satisfaction of the Court that he 
had no knowledge whatever of the matter, and that he 
could not with reasonable diligence obtain that know
ledge. He submitted that the animal being found dead 
should have raised the suspicion of the defendant, who 
ought to have at once informed the authorities. The 
disease was communicable to man as well as beast, and 
it was a most dangerous thing to have stuck the car
case. — Mr. Augustine D. Howard, meat inspector, 
spoke to visiting the yard. On seeing the carcase he 
remarked that the animal was dead when stuck, and 
Garry replied that it was nearly dead.—Replying to 
Mr. Morton, the witness said he went to the yard on 
receipt of a telephone message presumably from the 
defendant's men. Anthrax could not be detected when 
the animal was alive. It was not possible for a butcher 
to diagnose anthrax, but he could tell on seeing the 
spleen that there was something wrong.—The Clerk: 
Would anybody experienced in slaughtering detect 
an thrax?—Witness : Not necessarily, unless there was 
something abnormal.—Veterinary Surgeon Dudgeon 
deposed that from the appearance of the spleen he at 
once suspected the disease, and sent a report to the 
Board of Agriculture. On February 7th a telegram 
came confirming the suspicion. — In answer to the 
Clerk, Mr. Dudgeon said the condition of the spleen 
was such that any slaughterman ought to have known 
it was not right'. After seeing the spleen anthrax 
should have been suspected. — For the defence, Mr. 
Norton said his client purchased cattle of the best 
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grade, and on this occasion paid £ 4 8 for the beast in 
question. There was then apparently nothing -wrong 
with it or reason for thinking there was. The four 
were brought from Newcastle in the usual way, and up 
to midnight on the Tuesday the animal was all right. 
At 7.30 the following morning when Garry went to the 
place he saw the beast lying down and thought its 
doing so was due to it having been horned by another 
animal the previous day. The man bled and dressed it 
in the course of his duties, and the offals were called 
for in the ordinary way. The defendant did not arrive 
at the slaughter-house until about 1.30, and on being 
told there was something wrong he at once informed 
the inspector. Defendant never had the slightest sus
picion of any disease, nor had his man, and that was 
the whole point of the issue. It was hardly likely the 
slaughterer would risk his life by dealing with a 
diseased beast.—Defendant said he paid £ 1 9 2 for the 
four beasts, the market price that day for good grade 
cattle. The one in question appeared to be all right. 
It was his custom to go to the abattoir after the killing 
to see about the sending out of the meat on the 
Wednesdays, and he went as usual on February 2nd. 
On receiving information he at once sent for the in
spector.—John A. Garry, the foreman, said he saw the 
animal lying down. He thought it might be exhausted 
through standing in the market the previous day, or 
perhaps fretting. He had not the slightest suspicion of 
disease, and the heifer was certainly alive when he 
stuck it. He got it up and felled it before using the 
knife. He thought the enlargement of the spleen was 
due to the beast having been horned by another animal. 
—In cross-examination, he denied having said the 
animal was dead when he stuck it .—The Chairman inti
mated that they would dismiss the second charge. 
With regard to the first they wished to make it clear 
that they made no imputation on the character and 
trustworthiness of the defendant. He was, however, 
liable for the mistakes of his servants, and they found 
that reasonable care had not been exercised, and in
flicted a penalty of £ 5 . 

BAKING POWDER. 
Co-operative Society's Appeal. 

In the King ' s Bench Divisional Court on March 4th, 
Justices Darling, Coleridge and Shearman heard the 
appeal of the Newport Co-operative Society, Limited, 
against a conviction by Monmouth Justices imposing a 
fine of £ 1 0 for selling baking powder which it was 
alleged was not of the nature, substance and quality 
demanded. The sample was certified by the Public 
Analyst to contain 7.50 per cent. excess of sulphate of 
lime.—The hearing was adjourned until next term. 

CHERRY BRANDY. 
Alleged False Trade Description. 0·25 per cent of 

Proof Spirit. 
At the Brentford Police Court, on February 10th, 

before Mr. G. W . Barber (chairman), and other magis
trates, Stanley H. Fernley, of Brentford Market, Kew 
Bridge, was summoned at the instance of the Board of 
Trade for applying the false trade description of 
" Cherry Brandy " to three bottles of liquor.—Mr. F . ] 
Salford appeared for the Board of Trade and Mr. | 
Wilfrid Firth for the defendant.—Mr. Salford, in open

ing the case, quoted sections of the Merchandise Marks 
Act, which Act, he said, was directed against putt ing 
upon the market goods with a false trade description. 
The expression " trade description " meant any 
description, statement, or other indication, direct or 
indirect, as to the materials of which any goods were 
composed, and the use of any figure or mark which 
was the custom of the Trade to be an indication of 
those materials, should be deemed to be a t rade 
description in the meaning of the Act. Mr. H. H. 
Corke, a clerk in the employ of the solicitors to the 
Wine and Spirit Association, by instruction from his 
firm, visited the defendant at Brentford Market. He 
went to defendant's stall, which bore a sign to the 
effect that he was a fruit and vegetable salesman and 
commission agent.- Mr. Corke asked if he had any 
Cherry Brandy, and eventually purchased three bottles 
at 5s. per bottle. Defendant made out an invoice 
describing the goods as " Cherry Brandy." Mr. 
Corke took them to his employers, and subsequently 
to a committee meeting of the Wine and Spirit Asso
ciation, where the liquor was sampled. The " Cherry 
Brandy " in question was subsequently submitted to 
Dr. B. Dyer, for the purpose of analysis, who repor
ted that the sample contained 0.25 per cent. of proof 
spirit.—Mr. Firth (for defendant) said he did not know 
how much more alcohol could be expected for 5s.— 
Mr. H. H. Corke, in giving evidence as to purchase 
of the liquor produced, said he asked defendant if he 
had sold much of the Cherry Brandy. Defendant re
plied that he was kept busy at the Ministry of Food 
and at the market, so that he did not have time to 
" push " it. He had received several orders from 
grocers, but had not time to dispatch the goods. De
fendant told him the " stuff " was sent in barrels from 
Gloucester, and he (defendant) bottled it. Witness 
made a second visit to defendant's stall, and was then 
told that the stuff had all been sold about a month 
previous. Defendant did not tell him the liquor was 
non-alcoholic.—Dr. Bernard Dyer, F . I .C . , stated that 
the liquor produced contained 0.25% of proof Spirit, 
and about 7½ grains of salicylic acid per pint. Some 
years ago a Departmental Committee on Food Preser
vatives issued a report that if salicylic acid were pre
sent the proportion should not exceed one grain per 
pint. If a large proportion were present the fact 
should be declared.—Mr. Firth admitted the liquor was 
not Cherry Brandy, and that there was no Brandy 
in it. Continuing, Dr. Dyer said he should cer
tainly describe the liquor as not of the nature, sub
stance, and quality demanded. In his opinion there 
were two kinds of Cherry Brandy. The original was 
Brandy in which cherries were steeped. H e believed 
that the name " Pure Cherry Brandy " was also now 
applied to another article consisting of cherry juice 
fermented with real Brandy. He considered that the 
latter should be called Cherry Wine. Cherry Brandy, 
he said, could contain as much as 50% proof Spirit, 
and Cherry Wine about 20% proof Spirit. The liquor 
produced was not Cherry Brandy, because it was not 
an alcoholic mixture. He found there was a large 
quantity of sugar in it, and artificial colouring mat te r ; 
also artificial red dye.—Mr. F . Webster (manager of 
the Wine and Spirit Department, Civil Service Supply 
Association) said the essential of Cherry Brandy was a 
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Spirit base of Brandy with cherries steeped in it.— 
Mr. Firth considered the manufacturers of the liquor 
in question should be held responsible rather than this 
poor unfortunate potato salesman. No person who 
had any sense a t all would expect to get a large bottle 
like those produced for 5s. containing Cherry Brandy. 
— W i t n e s s : The trade would not be deceived.—Mr. 
Salford said he was prepared to call further Trade 
witnesses if desired.—Mr. Firth said he did not know 
whether his client should be taken out and shot. All 
his client had done was to buy from the manufacturers 
and sell to somebody else. The manufacturers had 
issued a letter in 1919 stating that the Cherry Brandy 
was non-alcoholic. He considered the price charged 
was sufficient to convince anybody that they were not 
buying real Brandy. His client had sold exactly as he 
received, and there had been no deception. Real 
Cherry Brandy cost about 12s. 6d. per bottle, and if 
there had been any evidence that his client had charged 
12s. 6d. he would certainly have said his client had 
tried to deceive the public. His client had sold the 
substance a t about one-third profit. He did not con
sider it fair that the point should be discussed at 
length to ascertain the definition of " Cherry Brandy ," 
at the expense of his client. He advised his client to 
plead guilty for the-purpose of get t ing rid of the 
prosecution, but in any event he considered the persons 
who were actually putting the stuff on the market, 
labelled as it was, should be prosecuted. It was true 
the manufacturers ' invoices described it as non
alcoholic, but that fact was not stated on the labels. 
He had written to the manufacturers—Messrs. Talbot 
and Co., of Gloucester—but they had not rendered any 
assistance at all. It was, he thought, through their 
negligence in describing it as " Cherry Brandy " that 
his client was now prosecuted by the Board of Trade.— 
Defendant said he had never bottled any of the liquid 
himself, but one firm had asked him to put some of 
the " Cherry Brandy " into their own barrels. For 
that purpose he sent the barrels to Gloucester, and 
they were sent back filled. The bottles he supplied to 
Mr. Corke were exactly as received from the manu
facturers. He did not think he had ever charged more 
than 5s. per bottle, and he usually charged 4s. 3d. 
or 3s. 9d. He bought at a little over 3s. a bottle, and 
had, to pay his traveller. Eventually he sold the re
mainder at 2s. and 1s. 9d. per bottle to get rid of it. 
He was a teetotaler himself, and did not notice at the 
time whether the words " non-alcoholic " appeared on 
the label. He knew he was not allowed to sell as 
Spirit something that was not Spirit. He would not 
have sold it if he had noticed it was represented as 
alcoholic, because he did not hold a licence.—The 
Chairman, after the Bench had retired, said they had 
given the case very careful consideration, and they had 
to look upon it from the light of protecting the public 
against people selling articles which were not as repre
sented. In this case the defendant received notice 
from - the manufacturers that the stuff was non
alcoholic, and " non-alcoholic " should have appeared 
an the bottle label, but it did not. Under the circum
stances there would be a fine of £5 and 10 guineas 
costs.—Mr. Salford said he would not, therefore, go 
an with the other summons against the defendant. 

CORDIALS. 
66·1 grains of Phosphoric Acid and 5·1 grains of 

Salicylic Acid per pint. 
At the Kingston-on-Thames Police Court, on Febru

ary 11th, Percy Philpott was summoned for having 
on December 23rd sold raspberry cordial which was 
not of the nature, substance and quality of the article 
demanded. The sample was certified by the Public 
Analyst to contain 66.1 grains of phosphoric acid per 
pint and 5.1 grains of salicylic acid per pint. The 
sample was essentially a sweetened, flavoured, coloured 
and preserved solution of phosphoric acid-—Mercy 
Wood, of Claygate, and Ernest Tickner, of Esher, 
were similarly summoned in respect of the sale on the 
same date of black currant cordial which was certified 
by the Public Analyst to contain 67.1 grains per pint 
of phosphoric acid and 5.1 grains per pint of salicylic 
acid, and which was essentially a sweetened, flavoured, 
coloured and preserved solution of phosphoric acid.— 
Messrs. Arthur Hawkes and Frederick Hawkes, trad
ing as T. H. Hawkes & Co., High Street, Thames 
Ditton, were summoned in connection with each of the 
above cases for that they "did unlawfully abet, counsel 
or procure " Philpott, Tickner and Wood in the com
mission of the offences for which they were summoned. 
—Mr. C. G. Sherwood defended in all the cases, and 
admitted at once that the cordials were not of the 
nature, substance, and quality demanded.—Formal 
evidence was given as to the purchase of the bottles 
of cordial from the three retailers, 2s. 9d. being paid 
for the bottle in one case and 2s. 8d. in the other two 
cases.—In regard to the three summonses against 
Messrs. Hawkes, Mr. Ubsdell, who prosecuted, said 
he had to substantiate two propositions : first, that the 
offence was actually committed; and, secondly, that 
the defendants had aided and abetted in the commis
sion of the offence.—Mr. Sherwood said he admitted 
frankly that his clients supplied the cordials to the 
three shopkeepers, but with no knowledge or intention 
of fraud.—Mr Ubsdell then said that the County Coun
cil did not take a very serious view of the offences so 
far as the retailers were concerned, but they considered 
that in cases such as this it was the wholesaler who 
was the chief offender, because he placed these bever
ages on the market and falsely described them, with 
the intention that they should be sold to the public 
under such description. They would hear from the 
Public Analyst that the liquids described as " black 
currant cordial " and " raspberry cordial " were in 
effect merely a solution of Phosphoric Acid. Phos
phoric acid was a drug described in the British 
Pharmacopoeia. The sample also contained salicylic 
acid, which was present to an amount equivalent to 5.1 
grains to the pint. Consequently, anyone drinking a 
pint of the "cord ia l" would get five times as much sali
cylic acid as was recommended as the maximum limit, 
by the Departmental Committee on Food Preserva
tives, and twice as much as the maximum dose of phos
phoric acid in the Pharcopceia.—The Chairman : W h a t 
is raspberry cordial when genuine ?—Mr. Ubsdell : It 
is, I take it, the sweetened syrup of raspberry; and 
whether the cordial be raspberry or black currant it 
ought to have as a basis at any rate a proportion of 
fresh fruit. Wi th regard to the samples in question, 
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the Public Analyst says there was no black currant and 
no raspberry at all, so that the purchaser was sold 
what he did not ask for.—Mr. Edward Hinks, B . S c , 
F . I .C . , Public Analyst for the county of Surrey, gave 
the details of his analyses of the sample of raspberry 
cordial and the two samples of black currant cordial. 
The Departmental Committee on the use of preserva
tives and colouring matters in food recommended, he 
said, that salicylic acid be not used in a greater pro
portion than one grain per pint in liquid food, and its 
presence in all cases to be declared. Phosphoric acid 
was a mineral acid and a British Pharmacopoeia drug. 
One fluid ounce of either of the samples contained 
nearly twice the maximum dose of phosphoric acid and 
five times the dose of salicylic acid. The cordials were 
not prepared from fruit at all, though it was possible 
there might be present a small proportion of the ex
tractives of some fruit, but the samples were essen
tially just a sweetened, flavoured, coloured and pre
served solution of phosphoric acid-—The Chairman : 
If you were making a fruit cordial as it should be 
made it would not want any phosphoric acid or sali
cylic acid ?—Witness : None at all, it is a pure juice.— 
In answer to Mr. Sherwood, witness said the warranty 
on the bottle now produced was not at all observed 
in the samples he analysed. There was no such thing 
as phospho-citric acid. If citric acid had been used it 
would not have been injurious.—Mr. Hawkes, the 
senior of the two brothers, swore that the cordial sup
plied to the three retailers w a s made from essence 
brought from the wholesale firm of Stevenson and 
Howell, and used just as it came from them. That 
firm stated that one ounce of the essence was sufficient 
for a gallon of cordial, but they used 1¼ oz. In using 
it they believed that it was what it was represented 
to be by the printed label on the bottle, which stated : 
" This essence is guaranteed by Stevenson & Howell, 
Ltd., to be prepared solely from the finest selected 
fruit, without addition or admixture of any kind. It 
is of great strength, and its superb flavour and aroma 
recommend it for use in fruit syrups and high-class 
confectionery in genera l . " Witness also purchased 
some " phospho-citric " acid. Their business at 
Thames Ditton had been established for over 60 years. 
They made 60 gallons of the cordial in the middle of 
December and had 12 doz. bottles left. Altogether 
they sold 18 doz., and they had collected all they could 
since these proceedings.—Mr. Sherwood said Messrs. 
Hawkes were a well-known firm. They bought this 
stuff from the wholesale people, and naturally assumed 
as far as the phospho-citric acid was concerned that 
there was fruit in it, as citric meant something from 
the citron. With regard to the essence, that was dis
tinctly guaranteed as fruit essence, and his clients 
used more of it than the makers recommended. There 
was no intentional fraud on the par t of Messrs. 
H a w k e s ; the wrong-doing was on the part of the 
wholesale people who supplied them, and they would 
take their remedy against the wholesalers.—The magis
trates adjourned to consider their decision, and on their 
return the Chairman said Messrs. Hawkes would be 
fined £10 on each summons, or £30 in all; and each 
of the retailers £1 each, including costs. The Bench 
suggested that retailers, although not perhaps guilty 

in the first degree, should exercise a reasonable 
amount of care in dealing with these preparations in 
the future. The Court allowed £10 10s. costs against 
Messrs. Hawkes. 

CORDIAL. 
Baspberry Fruit Juice. Presence of Phosphoric Acid. 
At the Consett Police Court, on February 21st, Mary-

Armstrong, of Craghead, was summoned for selling 
concentrated fruit syrup (raspberry), which was not 
of the nature, substance and quality demanded by the 
purchaser.—Mr. J. Turnbull, prosecuting for Durham 
County Council, proved that there was no trace of 
fruit in the syrup. In order to substitute acidity a 
mineral acid called phosphoric acid had been intro
duced. He contended that whatever was put into the 
syrup was not raspberry.—Mrs. Armstrong was an 
innocent purchaser, the people from whom she had 
obtained it being really to blame.—Mr. Cyril J. StocK, 
F . I .C. , Public Analyst for the County, stated that the 
sample was in no sense a fruit syrup, but consisted of 
a solution of sugar, coloured by dyes, with a mineral 
acid included. The colouring was derived from a mix
ture of coal tar dyes. He did not suggest that the 
amount of phosphoric acid introduced was injurious.— 
Mr. Pawson, who defended, called Mr. Walter R. 
Kershaw, of Gateshead, a member of the firm which 
manufactured the syrup, and who stated that to his 
knowledge phosphoric acid was used by practically 
all other makers throughout the country. Phosphoric 
acid was used instead of tartaric acid, because in his 
opinion one was as good as the other.—Mr. Wal ter 
Wat t s , of London, of the firm of Stephenson and 
Holland, said that the firm supplied fruitex to the trade. 
It was derived entirely from fresh fruits, and contained 
nothing of an artificial character.—Mr. Pawson said 
that the syrup did actually contain an essence made 
from raspberries, and the small amount of phosphoric 
acid introduced was in no way injurious to h e a l t h — 
A fine of £ 5 and costs was imposed. 

GINGER WINE. 
Presence of Carbolic Acid. 

At the Canterbury Police Court, Edward Wood, 
grocer, was summoned for selling a bottle of ginger 
wine containing carbolic acid on December 30th.—For 
the prosecution it was stated that the sample con
tained .028 per cent. of carbolic acid, equivalent to 2.5 
grains per pint .—For the defence it was stated by Mr. 
A. K. Mowll that no one had put carbolic acid into the 
wine; what was put in was an essence which was com
posed of something that was perfectly harmless and a 
little sulphur as a preservative.—Counsel said that he 
thought that owing to the length of time the wine had 
been made a combination of the chemicals, perfectly 
innocuous by themselves, had produced the tiny per
centage of carbolic acid.—The chairman said that the 
Bench did not think defendant was morally guilty.—A 
fine of £1 was imposed. 

MARGARINE. 
16·8 per cent. of Water. 

At the Salford Police Court on February 17th, 
Messrs. Van den Bcrghs, Ltd., were summoned at 
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the instance of the Customs and Excise authorities, 
for importing margarine containing an excessive quan
tity of moisture. The proceedings were taken under 
the Sale of Food Act, 1899, as amended by the Butter 
and Margarine Act, 1907, which Mr. Gibson, who 
appeared on behalf of the Board of Customs and 
Inland Revenue explained, allowed 16 per cent. of 
moisture in margarine. A cargo of 1,000 cases of mar
garine, of the value of £1,561, reached the docks in 
Salford on October 10 last, and (continued Mr. 
Gibson) two samples were taken by Government offi
cials for analysis a-couple of days later. The analysis 
showed them to contain 16.8 per cent. and 16.7 per 
cent. of moisture respectively.—Mr. J. S. Baxter, 
Customs and Excise officer, who took the samples, 
said they consisted of two 1lb. rolls from different 
boxes. In answer to Mr. F . W. Beck, who appeared 
for the defendant firm, he remarked that when sam
ples were taken from bulk it was usual to take them 
in three parts from different portions of the cask to 
ensure that a fairly representative sample was ob
tained.—Replying to the Stipendiary Magistrate as to 
whether an excess moisture of 0.7 or 0.8 per cent. 
was a serious detriment to the food value of mar
garine, the Analyst, Mr. Andrew Moore, said he did 
not think so.-—-The Stipendiary Magistrate said that 
16 per cent. seemed to be a large amount of moisture 
to allow, and the witness agreed that it was very 
liberal.—For the defence, Mr. Sidney Liddell, the com
mercial manager of the firm, was called, and said that 
the margarine was made in Holland in factories owned 
by an associated Company. Instructions were given 
to keep the percentage of moisture as low as possible, 
and if margarine was found to contain 15.7 per cent. 
moisture it was mixed with some containing con
siderably less moisture. His firm imported to almost 
every port in the kingdom. Samples were taken from 
practically every consignment for the purpose of 
analysis.—Mr. Beck said the defendant firm had no 
direct control over the factories in Holland, where, 
owing to labour troubles, business was carried on 
under great difficulties. A fine of £50 was imposed, 
and 10 guineas costs allowed. 

MILK. 
Fat Deficiency and Extraneous Water. The Question 

of Responsibility. 
At the Grantham Police Court, on February 16th, 

John W. Seeles, farmer, was summoned for selling 
to Thomas C. Smith, milk dealer, Grantham, milk 
which on analysis was found to be 20 per cent. 
deficient in fatty solids, and also to contain 25 per 
cent. of extraneous water, on the 1st January.—Mr. 
A. H. Malim, the Town Clerk, prosecuted, and Mr. T. 
Norton defended.—The evidence showed that Smith 
had a verbal contract with defendant, who was to 
supply him with milk, and if the milk were not right 
defendant would not deliver it. The milk was des
patched from Great Ponton Station, arriving at Gran
tham. On January 1st Smith received a churn contain
ing 17 gallons, taking it over at Grantham Station 
shortly after 10 o'clock. At that time Mr. S. F . Nott , 
Inspector under the Food and Drugs Acts, was by the 
churn, and he took a sample of the milk for analysis. 

The certificate of the Public Analyst showed that the 
sample contained 2.38 per cent. of fatty solids, 6.36 
per cent. of non-fatty solids, and water 91.26 per cent. 
The sample was deficient in fatty solids to the extent 
of 20 per cent., and contained 25 per cent. of extran
eous water.—In cross-examination, Smith said the 
milk had been standing on the platform at Grantham 
station for over an hour, but he had not taken posses
sion of it until after Mr. Nott had taken a sample.— 
Mr. Nott corroborated that Smith had not taken 
possession of the milk before the sample was procured. 
—Mr. Norton urged that the milk was delivered at 
Ponton station genuine and unadulterated, and defen
dant accepted responsibility for the milk until it arrived 
at Grantham. Directly it arrived at Grantham his 
responsibility ceased. That particular milk was 
allowed to stand outside the fish house at Grantham 
station, a public place, for an hour and a half, and it 
was under no one's control, and if it was tampered 
with during that time defendant was not responsible.— 
Defendant said the milk was delivered at Great Ponton 
station just as it came from the cows. He thought 
milk had been abstracted from the churn, and water 
added after it left Ponton station, and he considered 
he was not responsible if that was so.—The magis
trates said it was proved that the milk had been adul
terated, and they were satisfied that defendant was 
responsible. They fined him £5 10s., including costs, 
and reminded him he had his remedy against the 
G.N.R. if he could prove that the milk had been adul
terated before it came into Smith's possession. 

MILK. 
Extraneous "Water. Objection to Evidence after 

Case is Closed. 
At the Burney Police Court on February 23rd, two 

local farmers were summoned for selling milk which 
was not of the nature, substance and quality demanded. 
The defendants were William Brierley, Wellfield Farm, 
Ightenhill, who was summoned in respect of three 
offences, and Thomas Heap, Shores Hey Farm, Brier-
cliffe. Both cases had been adjourned for three weeks 
after evidence had been given. The prosecution alleged 
that the milk contained extraneous water .—When the 
case against William Brierley was called, Mr. Proctor 
made an application for permission to call a witness to 
rebut the evidence given at the first hearing by the 
defendant and a boy witness as to the effect the putt ing 
of a block of salt in the water would have on the cows 
and on the quality of the milk.—Mr. Waddington said 
that case was heard three weeks before, and adjourned 
for judgment to be given that day. The application 
was an outrageous one. He had had no notice that it 
was to be made, or he would have called further evi
dence to rebut that which Mr. Proctor proposed to call. 
—The Magistrates ' Clerk: Suppose you had an oppor
tunity to call further evidence, would that meet your 
objection?—Mr. Waddington said it would not. The 
case had been closed, and had been adjourned simply 
for judgment to be given.—The Magistrates ' Clerk said 
a case could always be opened for rebutting evidence 
before a decision was given.—Mr. Waddington said he 
ought to have had notice of the application, which, he 
repeated, was a most improper one, and which he op-
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posed on principle and law. — The Mayor, after the 
magistrates had held a consultation, said that they were 
not prepared to accede to the application of Mr. 
Proctor. They were prepared to give their decision on 
the case as it was left at the last adjournment. The 
Bench had considered the case very carefully, and they 
\vere not satisfied with the evidence given by the boy 
witness. They found the cases of selling milk not of 
the nature, substance and quality demanded proved, 
and on the first summons defendant would be fined £5 
and special costs, and in the second and third cases £2 
and costs in each instance. The fines and costs 
amounted altogether to £13 4s.—In the case against 
Thomas Heap, which had been adjourned to enable 
defendant to call his son, the latter stated, so far as he 
knew, no water had been added to the milk.— 
Defendant was fined £3 and special costs. 

MILK. 
2·6 per cent. Fa t Deficiency. 

At the Grantham Police Court, on February 23rd, 
W m . Modd, of Pasture Farm, Colsterworth, was 
summoned for selling to Messrs. A. Read & Sons, 
milk retailers, on January 24th, milk which on analysis 
was found to be deficient in fatty solids to the extent 
of 26 per cent.—Mr. A. H. Malim, the Town Clerk, 
prosecuting, said it was assumed that separated milk 
had been added, and that had reduced the percentage 
of fat.—Mr. S. F . Nott , Inspector under the Food 
and Drugs Act, spoke to taking samples of milk from 
a churn at Grantham Station, consigned to Read, 
Grantham, from Modd, Corby Station.—Defendant 
said he could not dispute the analysis. He could 
assure the magistrates that the milk was put in the 
churn just as it had been given by the cow.—Mr. J. 
G. Thompson (the chairman) : If you do not dispute 
the analysis there is no defence. You are responsible 
for the quality of the milk.—Defendant : The milk 
just missed one train, and stood on Corby Station for 
nearly two hours. I have given up selling milk now.— 
The Chairman said that it was a very serious offence, 
as children were actually dependent upon milk as food. 
Defendant would be fined £5 and 10s. costs. 

MILK. 
Failure to have Contract or Warranty in Writing. 

At the South Western Police Court on February 25th, 
Messrs. Ealand and Vincent failed in a warranty plea 
concerning a sample of milk sold to Inspector Newell 
on January 9. The sample of milk in question was 
certified by the Public Analyst to contain 15½ per cent. 
of extraneous water.—Mr. B. W a r d prosecuted for the 
Wandswor th Borough Council, Mr. May defended, 
and Mr. Ricketts appeared on behalf of the wholesale 
suppliers.—Arthur Vincent, a partner in the firm, 
stated that on January 8th he telephoned to Messrs. 
Kelly and Grimsdell for several churns of accommoda
tion milk to be consigned to Clapham Junction. There 
was no signed agreement, but the milk was to be sent 
on the usual understanding. He formerly had milk 
from the firm under contract. The churns arrived 
next day and the sample complained about was from one 
of the churns. Each churn had a warranty ticket at
tached.—Mr. Ricke t t s : Would not 15½ per cent. of 

extraneous water be obvious to any practical man ?— 
Mr. Vincent: It should be noticed.—Milk of that sort 
ought not to be sent out on your rounds ?—Not if the 
manager noticed i t .—He ought to have noticed it ?— 
Yes.—The magistrate (Mr. Bankes) said it had been 
held that there must be evidence either of a written 
contract containing a warranty or of a warranty pur
suant to a contract.—Mr. May : Mr. Vincent previously 
had milk from these people under contract.-—Mr. 
Bankcs : If people plead a warranty they must put 
themselves in order. When a man says there was an 
understanding every lawyer knows there was no con
tract. I cannot hold there was a warranty in this case. 
—Mr. May : The course of conduct between the parties 
justifies you in drawing the inference that there was 
a contract .—" I am not going t o , " said Mr. Bankes, 
decisively. " I t is in your favour that you thought 
it was a warranty."—Mr. Ricketts : I should not con
tend it was not intended as a warranty.—Mr. Bankes : 
Your point is that the milk ought not to have been 
sent out.—Mr. Ricketts : I was not going to call evi
dence to prove it was sent out pure.—Mr. W a r d de
tailed occasions on which defendants had successfully 
pleaded a warranty. In August, 1919, the warranty 
plea was disallowed, and defendants were ordered to 
pay 20s. costs. Out of 45 samples taken of defen
dants ' milk, 16 had been reported as not being up to 
standard. Defendants had admitted that with ordi
nary care the quality of the milk in this instance would 
have been detected, and that it ought not to have been 
sent out.—Mr. May, replying, said if there was a 
fault in sending out the milk it was the fault of the 
manager of the branch. Defendants had traded for 25 
years in the district, they had five shops, and sold 
about 400 gallons of milk a day. There had not been 
a single conviction, and in only one case had they been 
ordered to pay costs. He believed they could have 
satisfied the magistrate that the milk was sold as re
ceived.—Mr. Bankes said that if proper care had been 
used the milk would not have been sent out to the 
public. Defendants must pay a fine of £15 and 
£3 3s. costs. 

MILK. 
Extraneous Water. 

At the Newcastle County Police Court on February 
28th, before Col. R. C. Clive and other magistrates, 
Percy H. Allen, farmer, of Market Drayton, was sum
moned for selling milk at Tyrley on January 18th which 
was not of the nature, substance and quality demanded. 
Mr. E. W . H. Knight (County Inspector) prosecuted, 
and Mr. T. E. Sproston defended.—Mr. Sproston said 
his client would plead guilty to a technical offence.— 
Mr. Knight said the defendant had a contract with 
Messrs. Cadbury Brothers, Ltd., of Bournville, 
Birmingham, to supply them with milk daily. The 
place of delivery was Tyrley Canal Wharf, Market 
Drayton. After a time Messrs. Cadbury were dissatis
fied with the quality of the milk, and communicated 
with the authorities. The quantity of the milk varied 
from 13 to 17 gallons a day. On the particular day 
with which they were concerned, it was 14 gallons. A 
special visit was made by an official to the Tyrley Wharf 
at about 8.30 a.m., and samples were taken. When 
analysed by the Public Analyst for the County the 
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milk was found to contain seven per cent. of extraneous 
water. On the next day other samples were taken and 
submitted to analysis, but these were found to be 
genuine. A curious thing was that on the 19th—the 
day after the first samples were taken—the supply of 
milk dropped from 14 to 13 gallons. Now, if they 
worked out the percentage of seven on the quantity 
concerned, it would amount almost exactly to a gallon. 
Samples taken subsequently were found to be genuine. 
When asked whether he would like milk taken directly 
from his cows for analysis, the defendant replied that 
he did not think it worth while.—Mr. John Knight, In
spector under the Food and Drugs Acts for the County, 
gave evidence of taking the samples and of the offer 
made to the defendant with regard to taking samples 
directly from his cows.—Mr. F . H. Cope, assistant 
milk buyer- for Messrs. Cadbury, Ltd. , produced the 
original contract between the defendant and that firm 
for the supply of milk, and R. Wilson, milk collector 
for Messrs. Cadbury at the Tyrley Wharf, spoke to the 
quantities of milk delivered there.—Mr. Sproston said 
the defendant had pleaded guilty to the technical 
offence, but he hoped to convince the Bench that the 
case was not a serious one. The defendant did not 
know the milk was adulterated. Samples were taken 
periodically by Cadbury's to test the milk, and there 
could not, apparently, have been anything very wrong, 
because it was only on one occasion that a complaint 
was made.—The defendant denied knowledge of any 
adulteration. The only explanation he could think of 
was that the lads on the farm had left swillings in the 
can before filling it.—By Mr. Knight : He did not know 
that, according to Messrs. Cadbury, there was ten per 
cent. of water in the milk supplied by him on January 
8th. He did not remember receiving complaints from 
Messrs. Cadbury as far back as last August.—Mr. 
Knight said the case was one of more than a technical 
character. It was owing to what Messrs. Cadbury 
themselves discovered that they communicated with the 
county authorities.—The Chairman: The Bench con
sider the case a very bad one. It is a very serious case 
—as bad a case, almost, as could be. W e think there 
has been systematic adulteration. W e shall fine the 
defendant £20, and allow out of that sum special costs 
amounting to £5 5s. 

MILK. 
Refusal to Sell. Defendant Fined £10 and costs-

At the Lexden and Winstree Petty Sessions on 
March 5th, before Mr. T. Hetherington and other 
magistrates, Wal ter French, dairyman, Brightlingsca, 
was summoned for refusing to sell a sample of milk for 
the purpose of analysis on the 29th January.—Mr. C. 
H. Carter (Deputy Clerk to the Essex County Council), 
prosecuting, said the case was a simple yet important 
one, because it struck at the very basis of the Food and 
Drugs Acts as, unless the Inspector could get a sample, 
they were unable to carry out the effect of the Acts. 
Therefore, refusal to serve was often more serious than 
when an Inspector took a sample which was found to 
be deficient. There had been a number of complaints 
about the quality of milk at Brightlingsea, and as a 
result the district was given special attention. On the 
early morning of the 29th January, said Mr. Carter, 
Inspector W a r d and his assistant were in Tower-street 

at the rear of defendant's premises when they saw the 
defendant with a barrow. French was walking away 
from his barrow with a can containing milk. They 
asked for a pint, and defendant said: " All right ; but I 
have not plunged the milk this morn ing ." The In
spector offered no objection to him plunging the milk, 
but defendant suddenly bolted into his premises. He 
was caught before he got into the house, and French 
then threw the milk on the ground. They could, there
fore, assume that the milk was not genuine, otherwise 
defendant would not have run away.—Inspector Ward 
gave evidence, and said defendant did not say anything 
about the milk being " s k i m . " - — D e f e n d a n t , giving 
evidence, said the milk was " sk im," and he was un
aware that skim milk was ever taken for the purpose 
of analysis. The Inspector asked for new milk, and 
they obstructed him from get t ing to the churn contain
ing the new milk. It was during the confusion that the 
can was accidentally upset.—Air. Car ter : Why, pre
suming you were innocent, did you run away?—I did 
not run ; it was the Inspectors who did the running.— 
The Bench intimated that Mr. Carter had proved his 
case, and the Clerk (Mr. H. W . Jones) said in 
February, 1912, defendant was convicted for a similar 
offence, and was fined £1. In October, 1916, he was 
fined £3 for selling milk to the prejudice of the cus
tomer.—Defendant: That is a mis take; I was in the 
army in 1916. It was my brother, and I was not in 
partnership with him then. — The Clerk said the 
register confirmed that. It was Albert Harold Frenci. 
who was fined.—Inspector W a r d said he had taken 
samples at other times, and in one case the milk was 
found to contain 25 per cent. of extraneous water. In 
another instance there was 17 per cent. of extraneous 
water.—In reply to defendant, witness said the 25 per 
cent. sample was taken from a person who purchased 
the milk from defendant, but the other sample was sup
plied to witness himself.—Defendant protested against 
the evidence, saying that the milk had been purchased 
by another person, and anybody could water it after 
the milk had left his premises.—Assistant Inspector 
Jacobs said the defendant had also refused on one other 
occasion to supply him with a sample.—Mr. Carter 
asked for a heavy penalty, in view of defendant's bad 
record.—The Bench imposed a fine of £10, and ordered 
defendant to pay £1 18s. costs. A fortnight for pay
ment was allowed. 

MILK. 
Extraneous Water. Alleged Tampering. 

At the Walton-le-Dale Police Court on March 5th, 
Esther Bury, Maypole Farm, Hoghton-lane, Walton-le-
Dale, was summoned for selling in two instances milk 
which was not of the nature, substance and quality 
demanded. The samples were certified by the Public 
Analyst to contain 10 per cent. of extraneous water. 
—Mr. Woodcock, who defended, suggested that some 
person with a grudge against the defendant had put the 
water into the milk. Previously some disinfectant had 
been put into defendant's milk churns, and two or three 
times it had been interfered with. Defendant believed 
some person had caused the adulteration, because she 
supplied milk during the strike, and as a result obtained 
other farmers ' customers.—The Bench dismissed the 
cases on payment of £5 5s. costs. 
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